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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communication filed on June 13, 2006. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 6/13/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding applicant's argument regarding the authentication of the user at the media 
center, Choi teaches authenticating a user at the server unit (10) which is considered the media 
center to determine a user interface (remote control data to be transmitted to the user) and an 
execution environment in which the remote control data is converted into data in a required 
manner for storage in the control unit (paragraph 007). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2, 5- 7, 10-11, 14-16, 19-20, and 22-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Choi US patent Application Publication 20050256590 in view of 
Yamamoto et al. US Patent 6970539. 

Regarding claims 1, 7, 10, 16, Choi teaches establishing a session between a remote 
control (40) and a media center (10); authenticating a user at the media center to determine a user 
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interface and an execution environment for the device (paragraph 007-008); Choi teaches 
sending the user interface to the remote control (step 560 and S570 in figure 5 A). Choi also 
teaches receiving a command at the media center from the user via the remote in the form of 
request for data (paragraph 0020). Choi is silent on teaching sending the user interface and the 
execution environment to the device. Yamamoto et al. in an art related remote control system 
teaches a media center transmitting the control information to the appliance based on the users 
selection (col. 2 lines 51-56). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to send the user selected 
interface and the execution environment over to the appliance in Choi because this allows the 
appliance to be provided with the necessary information to execute the user's instruction. 

Regarding claims 2, 1 1, Choi teaches the remote control, the device, and the media center 
are connected via a wireless network (paragraph 007). 

Regarding claims 5-6 and 14-15, Choi teaches downloading control data to the remote 
control as illustrated in figure 5 A. The data to be downloaded is selected by the user (paragraph 
0020). The downloaded data is considered modification data because the functions of the remote 
control are modified based on the downloaded data. 

Regarding claims 19, 25-26, Choi teaches establishing a session between a remote control 
(40) and a media center (10); authenticating a user at the media center to determine a user 
interface and an execution environment for the device (paragraph 007-008); Choi teaches 
sending the user interface to the remote control (step 560 and S570 in figure 5A). Choi also 
teaches receiving a command at the media center from the user via the remote in the form of 
request for data (paragraph 0020). Choi is silent on teaching sending the user interface and the 
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execution environment to the device. Yamamoto ei al. in an art related remote control system 
teaches a media center transmitting the control information to the appliance based on the users 
selection (col 2 lines 51-56). The method of downloading data to the remote control and device 
is performed by computers therefore a machine-readable medium for carrying out the download 
function is inherently included. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to send the user selected 
interface and the execution environment over to the appliance in Choi because allows the 
appliance to be provided with the necessary information to execute the user's instruction. 

Regarding claim 20, Choi teaches the remote control, the device, and the media center are 
connected via a wireless network (paragraph 007). 

Regarding claims 23-24, Choi teaches downloading control data to the remote control as 
illustrated in figure 5A. The data to be downloaded is selected by the user (paragraph 0020). The 
downloaded data is considered modification data because the functions of the remote control are 
modified based on the downloaded data. 

Claims 3-4, 12-13, and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Choi US patent Application Publication 20050256590 in view of Yamamoto et al. US 
Patent 6970539 and further in view of Pasternak US Patent Application 20040122930. 

Regarding claims 3-4, 12-13, 21-22 Choi teaches downloading data to the handheld 
remote control (paragraph 0019) but is not explicit in teaching the remote control device is 
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802. i lb compatible. One skilled in the art recognizes that 802. 1 lb represents a standard wireless 
interface evidenced by Pasternak (paragraph 0018). 

It would have been obvious to on of ordinary skill in the art for the remote control to 
802.1 lb compatible because 802.1 lb interface represent a standard interface used in wireless 
devices and the standard interface allows the remote control to be compatible with other wireless 
devices. 

Claims 8 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Choi US 
patent Application Publication 20050256590 in view of Yamamoto et al. US Patent 6970539 and - 
further in view of Witkowski et al. US Patent Application 200401 10472. 

Regarding claims 8 and 17, Choi teaches downloading data to the handheld remote 
control (paragraph 0019) but is silent on teaching the data is downloaded from the manufacture 
website. One skilled in the art recognizes that configuration information for a device is 
sometimes available on the device manufacturer website as evidenced by Witkowski et al. 
(paragraph 0076). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to download the remote 
control data from the device manufacture website because this allows the manufacturer to control 
what remote control codes available to the public. 

Claims 18 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Choi US 
patent Application Publication 20050256590 in view of Yamamoto et al. US Patent 6970539 and 
further in view of Barone et al. US Patent 531571 1. 

Regarding claims 18 and 27, Choi teaches the media center receiving the command from 
the user (paragraph 0020) but is silent on teaching the media center saves a trace for the 
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command. Barone et al. in an art related remote control system teaches a function for recalling a 
previous entered command (col. 8 lines 54-65), which is the functional equivalent to the trace 
command. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a trace command 
in Choi because this allows this provides a convenient function for recalling a previously 
executed function. 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vernal U. Brown whose telephone number is 571-272-3060. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-7:00 Monday-Thursday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wendy Garber can be reached on 571-272-7308. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





Vernal Brown 



August 9, 2006 



